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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. In light of the amendment filed, the application is still pending. Upon fiirther 
consideration of the amended claims, a FINAL REJECTION is made in view of George Black 
et al. (US Patent 5878056), Clark Lubbers et al. (US Publication 2003/0188233), and Applicant's 
admitted prior art (AAPA). Applicant's arguments filed, 02/14/2008, with respect to claims 19- 
25, and 37-39 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
Claims 1-18, 26-36, and 40 are cancelled. Claims 19-25 and 37-39 are still pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. Claim 19 recites the limitation "a second queue manager" and "a second server". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. A "first queue manager" is 
never mentioned in the claim. It is unclear to the examiner whether applicant wishes to include a 
first and second queue manager. 

Claims 20-25 are rejected for incorporating the defects of the claims fi-om which they depend for 
clarification purposes. Correction/Clarification is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the im ention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the stibject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 19, 20, 24, 25, 37, and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over George Black et al. (US Patent 5878056), hereafter Black, in view of Clark 

Lubbers et al. (US Publication 2003/0188233), hereafter Lubbers. 



Regarding claims 19 and 37 are discloses a method for communicating in a 
computer system comprising: 

managing a queue (message queue; Column 8 lines 33-37) in a storage area network 
of said computer system supporting an asynchronous messaging (asynchronous 
communication) and queuing system; (Column 9 line 13-30) 

receiving a message request at said storage area network from a second queue 
manager (via local queue manager) local to a second server; (Column 8 lines 51-55) 

passing said received message request to a storage area network controller local to a 
First server of said storage area network (Figure 2 and 3); 

and maintaining message data on said queue on storage media (main memory or disk 
storage; Column 9 lines 31-35) in said storage area network, wherein said controller 
includes means to confrol a message selected from a group consisting of: non- 
persistent (transient) and persistent (permanent). (Column 16 lines 11-25) 

Though Black reveals a communication network, Black, however, does not explicitly 
disclose the communication network to be a storage area network. 
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Lubbers discloses said storage area network in a queuing management environment. 
(Figure 1; Paragraph [0031]) 

Lubbers and Black are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor/problem involving a system programmed for organization or manipulation 
of data, to respond to an unexpected hardware or software failure. 

Though Black does not explicitly reveal the type of network used for controlling (via 
queue manager) queues. Lubbers discloses a centralized authority to be involved in 
executing the persistent reservation. The instructions of which are embodied in 
software that executes on an array controller in a storage area network (SAN). 
(Paragraph [0090]). Therefore it would have been obvious to use the SAN of 
Lubbers in the motivation behind such a combination being to provide multiple 
replication, load balancing, and failover to support disaster tolerance without 
limitations imposed by designating rigid roles for the system components. 
(Paragraph [0011 and 0025]) 



Claim 20 are rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 19 and further 
the modified Black discloses the method further comprising supporting simultaneous 
access to said message queue (destination queue 170/170'and transmission queue 
160/160') by a first queue manager (message queue manager 130) and a second 
queue manager (message queue manager 130'). (Figure 3) 



Claim 24 and 38 are rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 19 and 
37, and further the modified Black discloses the method wherein said transaction 
message control means (via sending/receiving MCA; Figure 5) utilizes a syncpoint 
coordinator (via syncpoint-manager- controlled unit 330 and 360). (Column 12 
line 9-11, 25-27, 42-46; Figure 5) 
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Claim 25 is rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 19, and further the 
modified Black discloses wherein the step of managing a queue (destination queue 
170/170'and transmission queue 160/160') in a network includes preserving data 
integrity (reliable storage of queued messages). (Column 9 line 27-30) 



Claim 20 is rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 19, and further the 
modified Black discloses further comprising supporting simultaneous access to said 
queue (LUN) by a third queue manager local to a third server and said second queue 
manager (via two host). (Paragraph [0009] of Lubbers) 



3. Claim 21-23 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over George Black et al. (US Patent 5878056), hereafter Black, in view of Clark 
Lubbers et al. (US Publication 2003/0188233), hereafter Lubbers as applied to claims 
19, 20, 24, 25, 37, and 38 above, and further in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior 
Art (US Publication 20060155894), hereafter AAPA. 



Claim 21 and 39 are rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 19 and 
37, and further the modified Black discloses the method further wherein the step of 
managing a queue (destination queue 170/170'and transmission queue 160/160') in 
a network includes authorizing to a call request from said queue manager (message 
queue manager 130/130'). (Column 8 line 51-64) 

The modified Black, however, does not explicitly disclose the system comprising a 
connection handle. 

However, AAPA teaches, in paragraph [0004] and [0005], that it is well within the 
level of skill in the art to provide a "connection handle" in an asynchronous messaging 
and queuing system. 



Application/Control Number: 10/522,136 

Art Unit: 2181 



Page 6 



AAPA discloses the system comprising a connection handle. (Paragraph [0005]) 



Claim 22 are rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 21, and further 
the further modified Black discloses the method further comprising tracking a 
quantity of authorized connection handles (the process responds success thru 
"retries"; Column 14 line 48-54) for said queue (destination queue 170/170'and 
transmission queue 160/160'). (Claim 4 of Black) 



Claim 23 and 30 are rejected for the reasons set forth hereinabove for claim 21 and 28, and 
further AAPA discloses the method wherein the step of managing a queue in a storage area 
network includes dispensing an object handle by said queue manager for performance of a 
service to an object. (Paragraph [0005]) 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments are summarized as the following: 

A. Black does not teach a centralized queue in the manner claimed by applicant. 

B. There is no teaching in Black, Tang, or AAPA singularly or in combination of a 
SAN controller to manage a queue in the manner claimed by Applicant. 

In response to applicant's arguments, A and B, examiner notes the new combination of 
Black (including Lubbers) discloses the claimed features of the amended claims. (See above 
rejection.) 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brooke J. Dews whose telephone number is 571-270-1013. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:30-3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alford Kindred can be reached on (571) 272-4037. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Niketa 1. Patel/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2181 

/B. J. D./05/20/2008 
Examiner, Art Unit 2 1 82 



